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27542. Adulteration and misbranding of mitroglycerin tablets. U. S, v, Sutliff
& Case Co., Inc. Plea of nolo contendere. Fine, $250 .and costs.
(F. & D. No. 38644, Sample No. 75630-B.)

These tablets contained approximately one-seventh the amount of nitro-
glycerin declared on the label and contamed an added substance, ammonlum
nitrate.

On May 21, 1937, the United States attorney for the Southern D1str1ct of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information agalnst Sutliff & Case Co., Inc., _Peoria, Iil,
alleging shipment by said company in violation of the Food and Drugs Act
on or about June 20, 1936, from the State of Illinois into.the State of Missouri
of a quantity of mtroglycerm tablets which were adulterated and misbranded.
The article was labeled in part: “Hypodermic Tablets Nitroglycerin . . . not
over 1-100 gr. * * *  Sutliff & Case Co., Inc.”

It was alleged to be adulterated in that its strength and purlty fell below
the professed standard and quality under which it was sold, since each of
the tablets was represented to contain one-hundredth grain of nitroglycerln,
whereas each of said tablets contained less than one-hundredth grain, namely,
not more than 0.0014 grain, i. e., not more than one seven-hundredth grain of
nitroglycerin, and each of the tablets contained 0.005 grain.of ammonium
nitrate.

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “Tablets
Nitroglycerin * * * 1.100 gr.,” borne on the bottle labels, was false and
misleading since 1t represented that each of the tablets ‘contained one-
hundredth grain of nitroglycerin; whereas each of the tablets did not
contain one-hundredth giain of nitroglycerin but did contain a leSs ‘amount;
and  each of the tablets contained an added substance, namely, ammomum
nitrate.

On June 10, 1937, a plea of nolo contendere was entered on behalf of the
defendant and the court-imposed a fine of $250 and costs.

HArrY L. BrowN, Acting Secretary of: Agrzculture ‘

27543. Adulteration of nitrous oxide. U.'S. v. American Oxygen Service Cor-
gzg?féo)n. Plea of guilty., Fine, §75. (F. & D. No. 38667. “Sample No.

This product contained not more than 89.8 percent of nitrous oxide, whereas
the United States Pharmacopoeia provided that it should contam not less than
95 percent of nitrous oxide.

On June 11, 1937, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of -Agriculture, filed in the district court
an information against the American Oxygen Service Corporation, Harrison,
N. J., alleging shipment by said company in violation of the Food and Drugs Act
on or about August 5, 1936, from the State of New Jersey into the State of New
York of a quantity of nitrous oxide which was adulterated. The :article was
labeled in part: “Pure Nitrous Oxide Anhydrous *ookoox American Oxygen
Service Corporation, Harrison, New Jersey.” '

It was alleged to be adulterated in that it was sold under the name “Nitrous
Oxide,” which bas the same meaning as the name “Nitrogen Monoxide,” a name .
recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, and contained less than 95 per-
cent of nitrous oxide, namely, not more than 89.8 percent of nitrous oxide; that
the standard of strength quality, and purity of nitrogen monoxide determined
by the tests laid down in the United States Pharmacopoeia requires :that it con-
tain not less than 95 percent by volume of nitrous oxide, and the said article
differed from the aforesaid standard of strength, quality, and purity. -

On. June 25, 1937, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant and
the court imposed a fine of $75.

HARrY L. BROWN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

27544, Misbranding of solution of citrate of magnesia. TU. S, v. Three Star
Magnesia, Inc. Plec of gullty. Fine, $100; payment of 850 of which
17736?1 r%n;itted (F. & D. No. 38638. Sample Nos. 9295-C, 9296-C, 17641-C,
Samples of this product were found to contain less than the quantity of con-
tents declared om the labels, examination having shown that the bottles contained
quantities varying from 10.5 fluid ounces to 11.5 fluid ounces.
The contents of the bottles of this produet were less than the volume declared
on the labels.

© 33608°—38——3 | ' AR



